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Die Marti, 24. Fob 164 6. 
15 18. this day Ordered by the Lords in Parliament aſſem- 


bled, That the Anſwer oi-rhe Aſembly of Divines to a 
3 lately delivered i in to the Aſſembly by 
S 3 1Feremy Buraug fn, NI Greenhill; Wil- 
ridge. Philip. Ny , Sidrack Simpſon - and Wiliam Carter, 
decaringH Ground s and Reaſons of their declining to bring 
in to ae Aſſemhly their Model of ,Church-Goyernment, 
EO by the laid Allembly.. 
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WV Haredb-the Brethren who Diſſent from this Aſſembly in ſome particulage 
; of Church-Gorernment', did upon Octob, 14, — » che logg 
o be commu- 


ſeeming Reaſons, why they declined the e of ſuch a Model at this time jh 
t 
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account what the Reaſons are, Why they baue not given in a Model of (hurch-Goveraniens 
according to their Fudgements; * 4 ine + 0362 bar ens TED 
. 1, Ot their Willingneſſe to make known what ever they hold concerning Chnrch- 
& Government, even ſince the beginning of the Diſcuſſions, may ſay they have had pub- 
te like Teſtimony in this Aſſeindly „ and have given manifeſt Proofs and Eyidences 
& of it. S 
This publike Teſtimony, we ſuppoſe, is but the Teſtimony of ſome few ſingle per- 
ſons in the Aſſembly; and not (as ſome might be induced to beleeve) the Teſlimon 
of the Aſſernbly, ſuch e are ſure they have not had: Anq, we doubt whether even lic 
+ ſfingle Teſtimony have been given, as that they were fo forward, and willing to make 
known what ever they held in Church-Government; No if the Teſtimony of ſingle 
+” perſons, becauſe given in a publike way 'may be called a publike —— we doubt 
not, but we can produce more publike Teſtimonies of their Vnwilliagneſſe (not onely 
from the beginning of this Aſſembly, but boſore) to declate hat they hole in Church= 
Government, then they can of the contrary, * 8 hy 
Our Reverend Brother Maſter Dum, in à Letter from the Hague, Sich 7. 1642. 
_ Stils veteri, now publiſhed in Print, gives them this Teſtimony, That He had requiret 
a them, hut neuer could obtain, to l the true point of difference betwixt them, aui the 
| 7 {ther Reformed. (burches. il WE 1 11 ˖ Two tf e 9191 34 ' 
Do Beſides, the Brethten know! that there ure many Reverend Miniſters of the City cr 
Lenden, andi ſome Mambers of this Aſewably 7 That muſt g ive them this Teſtimony, 
* has w heyeas there was, long before the ſitting of this A ſſembly, an agttement between 
dome of theſe Brethren, and ſundry Miniſters - the City, That the Brethren ſhould 
t f 2 give 
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__ Narrative oftheir way of Church-Sovernment, thara as 
ned, but on the contrary the Paper that was the Record thereof, was up- 
re privately withdrawn by one of them out of the hands in which it was 
d, and was never to this day reſtored,though often demanded, nor the Narrative 
I e beides wiven  publiie Teltin | 
© Nay, and thimſelwes have given a publike Teſtimony of no great Willingneſſe and 
Forwardneſſe to make known what ever they hold — ö 
even (ince the — th the diſcuffions in this Aſſembly, in that Apologetital 
' Narration by them publiſhed: Which, how far it is from making known what ever they 
hold concerning Church-Government, we leaye to themſelves to judge. 
And hen vpon occobon of this Apologetical Narration, Maſter Apolloniut be ing ap- 

pointed by the Claſsis af Walachria, to ſet down the judgement of thoſe Churches, con- 
cerning the Controverſies now agitated in England: Sent to them an expreſſe Letter, 
deſiring them to inform him what their Opinion was in thoſe Points, that he might not 
miſtaſe them; he could not yet obtain it from them, as himſelf hath complained, and 
themſelves well mo ß). | | | 


II. % Yerps a-proof of their pretended Willingneſſe, they tell us of their conſtant, 
'® free, andgpen expreſſing of themſelves, upon alloccaſions, and in all queſtions pro- 
& pounded the debate. | 
heſe are but words; we could as eaſiſy, and might more truely ſ1y;They have been 
inconſtant, obſcure, reſerved in expreſsing themſelves 3 as they can ſay, They have 
been conſt int, free and open. And whereas they ſay, They have done thus in all queſtions, 
and upon all occaſſans, we deſire them to as their dwn hearts , Whether they did ever 
clearly, and openly expreſſe themſelves, v hat they unanimouſly. hold in the great 
queſtion of — Churches, or in the queſtion of The Powcr of the People, or in that 
of the qualification of Church Members, or, Whether they did ever clearly and directly 
endeavour to piove that way of Church · Government, which they practiſe, to be the 
only way Fure diuiuo? Though they knaw they have been oftcn urged to it, upon ſeveral 
eccahions; and fait opportunities put intot he ir hands; as in their Debates and Reaſons 
again, Presbyterial Goyesnmentr, and * Appeals, be ſides many others: And par- 
ticulatly March 21. 1644. it was earneſtly 
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known whatever they hold in Church Government. 

III. Asa — evidence of this their Willingne ſſe, — — the ix 
U offery to give an open account at anime, in hate ver ſhould be asked by any 
* Brother, | *. | | 

We.confeſſe theſe expreſsions are large & high: An open account: At any time: In what 
tver: By any Brother. We beleeve our Brethren upon ſecond I houghrs mult abate ſome- 
phat of theſe large expreſsions, and that at leaſt ſome of them never made ſuch an offer, 
Bur it there were ſuch offers, and thoſe really intended by all obthem : How is it then, 
Abat at this time when All che Brechrenof this Aflembly have deſired a fultaccount of 
their way, and had enpected it above fix Monethe, they pla inlyrefuſe to bring it in. 
I V. © As for their proffering to ſtate queſtions to their own ſente: We conft fie 
i hath been uſual with them many times, after ſundry. dayes ſpent in the debate of a 
Propoſition, 


ofition , and when it was now ripe for a queſtion , to defire to have it otherwil 
ſtated : Which the Aﬀembly hath not ſeldom granted, and themſelves have acknow - 
_Jedged ir a favour. But when the queſtion hath been ſtated by them, it hath been far 
more perplexed and obſcured then it was before: * As in that particular of Ordination 
& which they inſtance in, and complain their Papers were laid aſide. Of which we 
give this faithful and j uſt account, 

The Committee that was appointed to prepare Propofitions about Ordination for 
the debate of the Aſſembly, did, for their more clear and orderly progrefle therein, caſt 
the whole under theſe five queſtions. 1. What Ordination is? 2. Whether Ordina- 
tion be neceſſary to be continued in the Church ? 3. Who are to Ordain? 4. What 
perſons are to be Ordained, and how qualified? 5. The manner how ſuch perſons 
are to be Ordained. 

In Anſwer to the firſt, this Propoſition was brought in, That Ordination is the ſo- 
lemn ſerting apart of a perſon to ſome publike Church-Office : Which, after the debate of a 
whole Seflion, was Voted true Nemine contradicemte. After four dayes ſpent in the de- 
bare of ſome of the other particulars, and ſome progreſſe made in the third queſtion, 
our Brethren finding themſelves unſatisfied in that Propoſition, concerning the ſub- 
ſtance of Ordination ( already reſolved Nemine contradicente ) as in their apprehenſion 
not ſufficiently expre ſſing the ſubſtance of ir. The Aſſetobly thereupgn Ordered on 
the Wedneſday, That Maſter Goodwin, Maſter Ny, Maſter Burroughs, Maſter Bridge, 
Maſter Simpſon, and Maſter Carter, Fun. Be a Committee to conſider further of the ſub- 
ſtance of the Act of Ordination, aud to re gort to this eAſſembly on Friday morning. And ſo 
willing have our Brethren been to make known what ever they held, That this Order 
was not accepted without reluctancy by ſome of them, whereupon it was put to the 
queſtion, and reſolved by a Vote. 

On Friday morning one of them brings in à report 72 with Thanks to the 
eAſſembly, that they would giue leave to a —_— Party ( (o they firſt called themſelves 
before the Afſembly called them ſo, and before they had formally entred any diſſent ) 
to ſet down their own ſence, which they did in two Propoſitions. as followeth. 

1. Ordination for the ſubſtance of it, is the ſolemni cation of an Officers outward call; 
in which, the Elders of the ¶ hurch in the Name of Chriſt, aud for the Church, do by à viſible 
fiene deſigne the Pcrſon, and ratifie his Separation to bis Office, with Prayer for, and a bleſs 
ſing upon bis gifts iu the mini tration thereof. 

2. That the power which gives the formal being to an Officer, ſhould be derived by Chriſts 

nſtirution from the power which is in Elders, as ſuch, in the Ad of Ordination, as yet we 
Funde not any where held forth in the Mord. | 

Theſe two Propoſitions were taken into conſideration , and the Aſſembly finding 
nothing in theſe Propoſitions concerning the ſubſtance of the Act of Ordination more 
then what was in the firſt Propoſition, which the Aſſe mbly had already Vored 3 bus 
rather a complication of ſundry queſt ions, fume of which, the Aſſembly had already 

reſol ved; and others, the report which they had made progreſſe in, would more clearly 
and diſtinctiy lead them to, and which, the Aſſembly could not debate all at once: 
and beſides, conſidet ing that many phraſes in theſe Prop« ftrions, were general and am- 

. higuous , 28 namely, the term of Solemni7ation, Of Elders (whether onely Preaching 
Elders, or others alſo, which was a queition diitinctiy drawn up in terminis in the 
Aſſembly ) for the Church (though the Report interpreted that to be vice Eccleſia, yet 
was it not ſo expreſſed in the words of the Paper) a wihble figne deſigne the perſan, Ag 
alfo, that the ſecond Propofition was not de veritate rei, but de verita'e inteltectus , the 
Lange of ir being, as yet we finde not ary where held forth in the Word, Upon thele, 
and+he like Conſiderations, their Paper was laid aſide: and whether che Aſſe mubly had 

| A 3. not: 


Mor juſt rexſon fo to do, let them Judge who can diſtinguiſh between perſpicairy an 
obſcurity, between method and confuhon. L 22189] + 518A 
© However, the Brethren have little reaſon to complain of laying afide their Paper, 
who know that the Aﬀembly have often laid by Papers received from the hands of other 
Committees; as well as theirs, yea, and ſeveral} Papers received from the Reverend 
Commiſſioners of the Church of Scotland. And one of them, though tranſmitted by 
the Committee of Lords and Commons, 2nd 'Divines appointed to treat with them, 
not a week before the laying aſide of their Paper; when one of the Brethren atgued 
earneftly for the layi ig it ahde , and that it ſbould be leſt for the Committee to make uſe of, 
us they did of ther Writings and Books in Prius. 
V. And as little teaſon have they for their neut complaint about Papers, hic 
cc (they ſay) we — ſelves brought in, giving the ſtate of the queſtion abaut thad extra» 
er finitry way of Or dination; The occaſion of which Papers was this, The Aſſembly 
not being likely ſuddenly to perfect the whole Body of Government , that it might be 
ſpeedily eftabliſhed in all the parts of it: and there being at preſenta great want of 
— way of Ordination for the preſem — — Miniſters of the Army, the Navie, 
and many parts of the Kingdom: The Right Honourable Houſe of Peers ſent an Or. 
der to the Aſſembly to conſider of expediting Ordination, becauſe of preſem Incon- 
veniences for ant of it. Upon the receipt of which Order, the Aﬀembly laid afide 
for the prefefit, the conſideration of the ordinary way of Ordination, which they were 
then upon, and appointed a Committee to _ in ſome what concerning an extra- 
ordinary way of Ordination for the preſent neceſſity, which Committee accordingly 
brought in theſe two Propoſmions: | 
1. That in extraordinary caſes, ſomething extraordinary may be done, untill a ſetled Order 
can be had, yet keeping as neer as poſſible may be to the Rule. 5 
2. Thu it ij lawful according tu the Word , That certain Miniſters of the ¶ u be deſtred 
to ordain Miniſters in the City, and the vicinity jure fræternitatis. | N 
After many dayes ſpent in debate of theſe Propoſitions, and ſeveral Votes paſſed 
about them, our Brethren not being ſatisfied in the Rating of them, eſpecially of the 
latter, were oft defired ſeveral dayes by divers Brethren to propoſe how themſelves 
would have it ſtated : Which they as oft declined, ſaying, They could not do it preſent- 
ly; to which it was at laſt replied, That though at the firft motion they could not do it 
preſently , yet now the Aſſembly had been already three dayes about the ſtating of a 
queſtion , and this the fourth day, onely to fatisfie-rhefe Brethren, they now had had 
time to conſider how they would have it ſtated : Hereupon , one of them ſtood up and 
ſpake to this purpoſe , I ſhould not have ſaid thus, bus that I was called upon: Bu it i; 
wot ſo fair and rationall æ way, That as ſoon ws weobject rationally againſt the flating of a 
queſtion, is ſhould be ſaid, Then bring in a better ſiate. Tet we have brought in 8 Paper as 
olloweth. | | 


For the ſecond Propoſition, That it is lawful according to the Word ¶ That certain Mini 
vf we Cityof London be defired 30 Ordain Minificy: in the vicinity jure fraternitatis ] We 
conceive it deth realh, ei de facto [er upa Pretbytery beforevbe Government, thus is, the 
ground thereof be diſputed. For the [ence of many of the Bretbreu in the debates, haue 
ſented thus ſaying , That it was hut 4 mould for oiher placer, to be perfected and continued, 
ſome affirming it to be a Prevbytery : another, That it mas 4 Prezoytery both materially anil 
formally, but not in the formality , and urged ſuch Argumente as for 4 Presbytery : auo- 
ther, Fhat it wiki the ſeed of aSPretbytcry. 0 1 4 d 
Serondly, That it was an Aet of Furiſdiction , and therefore jure fraternitatis muſt be 
left out: fer a Prexhyrery tr a company of divers Miniſters iu ono (ity , that joyn t 
to perform an Act of Furiſdiation, and this 1 Tim. 4. 14. it made peculiariy to be the 
work 


SEL) « wk tis 
work of 4 Prochytery ; from which place the continuance of 4 Preubyten is mainly argued. 
- Thirdly , If any thing be extraordinary in is, that is nas in an ordinary Fresbytery, ven the 
Frſt Propefirion, Ane noer as we can 39 the Rule, doth evidently ſuppoſe 

-. Fourtbly , We cannot diſqute againſt it, but by bringing in all the . 
Pretb nerial Governments yet it would be denied , as being befide the Propoſition. This is 
te Gravamen we are under.the term Extraordinary that wiyes off all the Arguments againſt 
4 Preibytery, and yet it is for the ſubſtance of it a Presbytery. 

Aud after him another of them gave in a Paper to this purpoſe : 

Mie conceive concerning this — Propoſition, being comected with the firſt, it is thereby 
made an extraordinary Act, coming as neer the Rule as may be: and yet the ordinary Rule for 
Ordination ij not firſt known, nor argued upon, nor the propertion , how far extraordinary, 
diſtinctly ſet dom n, nor 4 parallel made with the inſtance in the firſt Propoſition, which all muſt 
be dene before this can be judged : as likewiſe,what our jud gement is concerning Ordination 
and Elders. Our Fudgement is this in theſe two heads. 

1. Ordination, and other like Acts of Church power, eſpecially Furifdiction,are ordinarily 
a6 be done by the Miniſters and Officers of theſe Churches whereof they are Officers , and by 
the con/ens of that Church :. And ſo as to this, that Preathing Pre ibyters are capable of the 
Acr of Ordination, two things are more to be required : 1. That they be in Church relation. 
2. That then (if more ) they be combined in 4 Pres5ytery of 4 (ongregation: «As Parlia- 
ment men, as ſuch, may not mate a Law, but its requiſite : Firſt, Thus they be of ſuch a body 
folinike : And then ſecondly, That they be arderly met. 

2. Tha Miuiſfters of anavher ¶ hureh may nos warrantably do it, as wanting this 
relation. 

Ny here are three things held ſorth. Firſt , That they do not onely do it as an «Act of 
Order, but of Furiſdiction, in this Church where they have no relation. Secondly, Not 
in ſuch Combination, Thirdly , For thoſe Churches which are not within their Combi- 
vation. 

* Theſe Papers, fay they, which we of our ſelves brought in, being read, were returned 
* backuntos. To which we Anſwer. 

1. This Ve was but two of theſe feyen, who brought in each of them a Paper, but 
neither of them preſented as the ſence of all theſe Brethren 3 but, for ought we know, 
as their ſingle ſence ; faving onely, that they uſed the word We, which might give the 
Aſſembly ſome ground to think it was the Act of ſome others: wherenpon, about the 
end of the debate, one of them was asked, In whoſe name they preſented thoſe Papers, 
whether in his own name, or in the name of ſome others alſo, becauſe he ſpake of Ve 
and #5? And that if it were in the name of others, it was defired it ſhould be expreſſed 
who they were. But it was not even then affirmed by him to be given in, in the 
name of al thefe Brethren. But he excuſed the word Ve, becayſe that others were upon 
the Negative in the debate, as well as himſelf : Nor were they expreſly owned whe 
preſented, — — perſon ( fo far as either our notes or memories can inform us) 
who upon occaſion of that queſtion, ſtood up and ſaid , I own them with the reſt of the 
Brethren 5 but who theſe Brethren were, or how many of them, was not expreſſed. 
And we queſtion, 'wherher theſe ſeyen Brethren will yer ſay , That all of them had fo 
much as ſcen them before they were brought in to the Aſſembly. And therfore ic ſeems 
fomerhing ſtrange they ſhould now all ſay, Ve our ſelves (as in the Printed Paper) or 
We of our — (A in the Paper given in to the Aſſembly) preſented Papers; when 
neither all did preſent Papers, nor did it of themſelves, but upon che reiterated motion 
of divers of the Aﬀembly. 

2. Aud as ſtrange is ix they ſhould fry, Theſe Papers gave the ſiate of the queſtion. Te 
8A. | appears 


(8) 

appears from thoſe Papers themſelves, that the one of thoſe was nothing ele: 
but a troubling the ſtate of the queſtion with cavils and jealouſies, and undue com- 
E Graveming, as that they ſhould be ſurpriſed, and by this means 2 Presbytery- 
et up before diſputed, and the like. To prevent which , and fatisfie them therein 6. 
licrle reaſon have they to complain of lighting theſe Papers) the mattet of extraotili- 
nary Ordination, notwithſtanding the ö des of Parliament above mentioned, was 
left in medio the Seſſion following, and the large diſpute of the lawfulneſſe of a 
Claſſical Presbytery diſpatched, before we returned to it again; and then we firſt ſetled 

the ordinary way. which was the Rule, before we concluded of the extraordinary way 

for the ew fox neceſſity. And the other of thoſe Papers was not a ſtating the queſtion, 

but a diſputing and arguing the queſtion, and yet not properly that queſtion, of Ordi- 
nation in an extraordinary way, according to the preſent neccflity ; but the queſtion of 
Ordination in an ordinary and ſetled way (which was the work the Aſſembly had been 

about for many dayes : ) And, which after a reſolution in the Aſſembly, had been pro ; 

per for them to have put in by way of diſſent (according as the Ordinance by which 

we (it, doth provide) but not while it was in agitation, by way of Argument: For our 

Brethren know the diſputes of the Aſſembly ate — by ſpeaking, not by writing, 

and were it otherwiſe, the diſputes would be endleſſe, 

T heſe Papers therefore were, as they ſay , returned back ; Being but the ſum of 
what tbeſe Brethren had objected and argued againſt the queſtion in the debates paſt, 
and having therein been fully anſwered, | 

VI. But whereas they ſay, It was profeſſed publikely, that it was not an allowed way op 
courſe of this Aſſembly, for any of the Brethren to bring in Papers, unleſſe they were made a 

vmmittee. 
0 We ſay firſt, poſſibly the unwary Reader may think this and ſome other paſſages in 
their Paper, that ſpeak the ſame Language, to have been the publike Vote or Declaration 
of the Agembly; which, whatever it were, was but the expreſſion of one Brother: 
And our Brethren know well, that it hath been often aſſerted in this Aſſembly, that 
nothing ſpoken by a particular Brother, can in equity be charged upon the whole 
Aſſembly , or reputed as their ſence , unlefle ſo reſolved by Vote or Order of the Aſ- 
ſembly z elſe were the Aſſembly accountable for every Speech of any of theſe Brethren 
diſſenters, as well as the Speech of any other. 

And ſecondly, It ſeems very ſtrange, that it ſhould be publikely declared, to be no 
allowed courſe to give in Papers, when even at this time our Brethren had been deſired 
to give in Papers, and no exception made againſt it ( Though not ſuch Papers) 

Thirdly „Ho capable the words ſpoken in the Aſſembly at that time are of the 
ſence theſe Brethren put upon them, let the words themſelves declare, which were to 
this purpoſe, I ſhall give you my choug ta in 4 few words to the Papers : It was expreſſed 
before, upon what occaßon La Brethren were deſired to help the eAſſembly,in that which they - 
and we did apprehend to make us ſtick : They haue brought in go Papers, they ſay , in the 
nature of « Gravamen. I take it io be a Gravamen , and of ill conſequence for the time t 
come, when we have liberty to give in Reaſons to the Houſes, that they ſhould in writing give 
in Gravamens tows. I ſuppoſe the Honourgble Houſes have given no ſuch power. I move, 
they may have their Papers delivered again, that we baue no ſuch Preſdem g. But our 
Brethren who can remember this,mighr pleaſe to remembet that it was at the ſame time 
proffered publikely, That if they would tender their Papers as Reaſons of a diſſent , we 
wonld ſo receive them. But this was by them declined. - 

Fourthly, And as for ftating a queſtion , our Brethren know very well, that it is no 
unuſua] courſe, but very frequent in this Aſſembly, for any particular Brother to tender 
che Gate of aqueſtion in writing: which is ſometimes taken into debate, and ſome» 

times 


times laid aſide, as the A thinks fit ; and fotnetimes ſeveral atings of the fame 
queſtion offered by ſeveral Brethren : of which , ſome one is ge upon. Tea, and 
that very day, after the giving back of theſe Papers,one of theſeBrerhren amongſt others, 
tendred two ſeveral Ratings of a queſtion in writing: So that our Brethren need not 
retend their laying hold on one Example (as they ſeem to do aſier ward) of ſomethi 

— in by one Brother, and accepted, for their offering the ſtate of a queſtion in 
writing: As if from the time of the giving back of theſe Papers, till the bringing in 
of the *. Propoſitions there mentioned, there bad been but one Inſtance of a Paper 
tendred by a particular Brother, and accepted, Nor wete they, as they here pretend; 
by the refuſal of theſe Papers, prevented for the time to come of doing the like, v. 

he like to what theſe are pretended to be ( Papers giuing the ſtate of the Queſtion ) 
though perhaps they might be prevented of giving ſuch Papers as thoſe were (to wit, 
un Jul complaints of Grievances) in ſuch a way. 

VII. © Their Complaints about ſtating the queſtion were, they (ay, frequent. We ſay 
ſo to, and wiſh that ſome had not ſet themſelves more to vex and puzzle the ſtate of the 
queſtion, and to render a Propoſition clearly ſtared, perplex and obſcure, then to diſpute 
the truth or falſhood of it by the Word of God : Who have ſometimes contended much 
againſt the ſtating of the queſtion , which when it hath been reſolved on to be ſo diſpu- 
ted on in terminis, have neither diſputed, nor voted againſt it. 

But thus we anſwer , Their Complaints were many times unjuſt; for the Propo- 
Grions brought in to the Aſſembly, were ſtated by Committees, where theſe Brethren 
had the liberty, and it was their duty to haye been preſent , being ſome of them Mem- 


bers of each Committee, and-ought to have contributed their thoughts towards the 


ſtating of queſtions there, and not to have troubled the Aſſembly in this kinde z 
which yet they have often done, and often without cauſe, For many a time, when upon 
their quarrelling with the ſtate of the queſtion, proffer hath been made to offer a fitter 
ſtating of it, if they liked not this; It hath been replied, They knew uo ſuch law, nor the 
eAſſembly, that whoſoever findes fault with the ſtating of a Queſtion, muſt haue this penalty 
laid upon him, to finde a better. And yet their frequent Complaints about ſtating the 
queſtion, received other Anſwers then what they are now pleaſed to mention [ viz. Tha 


| theeAſſembly ſate not to argue the Opinions of a few men] of which Anſwer we onely ſay 


thus much. Firſt, That if there were ſuch an Anſwer — it was but the Anſwer of 
ſome one man, which the Brethren would, at leaſt by inſinuation charge upon the whole 
Aſſembly. Secondly, We wiſh theſe words true, and, That the Aflembly had not ſitten 
to debate the Opinion of a fe men. | 

VIII. The next ching they alleage, and which they ſay, is A fuficient Teſtimony of 
this their Willingneſſe, is their earneſt contending to have ſome Queſtions, which (ay they} 
you all know are the greateſt and moſt fundamentall paints, fairly diffuted ant debated, 

To which — — for fone Queſ a 

1. Their earneſt contending for ſome Queſtions (wherein they might poſlibl 
to advantage themſelves, —— dividing the Ah or — ) — — 
Teſtimony of their conſtant willingneſſe and farwardneſſe to make known what ever they hold 
in Church-Government : The rather becauſe, 

2. Many other points as Fund1mental,in reference to differences between them and 
us, they haue never offered to debate or prove, but have rather ſhunned chem when they 
have had fair opportunities before the m, ind Arguments put into their mouths, As for 
Inſtance, when that queſſ on was debated, The Scripture holds forth, that many particular 
congregations may be under oue Presbyterial — which they diſputed about 


thirty caycs together; and ( as hath been (aid by one of them publikely in che Aſſem- 
bly) dont cl they bad fair play : Eſpecially they having the advantage to diſpue 
;* | about 
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Negative, before 
ffirmarive : yet all this time, though the Argument lay fair before them, if they had 
pleaſed to uſe it, That if every particular Congregation have all, and ſole power withſu 
vhemſchues Independently, then there may be no ſuch Precbytery over many (congregations : 
And though it were often hinted to them, both then and at other times to uſe it, th 
Rill declined it in their whole diſpute; and likewiſe in their Reaſons exhibited to bot 
the Honourable Houſes of Parliament, inſiſting mean while upon Arguments from 
Incongruttiesand Inconveniences. And when moved to uſe this Argument, from the 
Inſtitution of ſuch intire Independent power in ſingle Congregations (which had been 
the faireſt way of diſpuring againſtthat Propoſition) it was replied, That the Aſſembly 
was not to preſcribe them their Arguments, but while they were Opponents , they 
might uſe what medium they thought fir, We might inſtance in many other points, 
which we all know to be great and Fundament il queſtions, in reference to that way of 
Church-Government which'the Bre:hren practiſe: As, F 
1. Whether their gathering of Churches here in England, was juſt, neceſſary, 
ſeaſonable;: | 
2. How far every particulor man and woman may go according to their own judge- 
w_ in-ſcparating from thoſe Congregations wherein they have orderly communi - 
eated. ; 
„* What power ſingle men and women have of Congregating themſclyes together, 
ro become a Church as their on diſcretion leads them, withour the guidance of able 
Miniſters, and authority of the Magi ſtrate. | 
4. Whether people ſo Congregated of their own aceord, have all power within them« 
ſelves for admittibg or refuſing Members, chuſing or ordaining Officers. 
5. Whether people are to rule over their Officers. 
6. Whether every Congregation ought to have a diſtinct Presbytery, or whether ma- 
ny may net law fully have one common Presbytery ruling immediatly over them. 
Theſe and the like queſtions we know to be ſome of the greateſt and moſt Funda- 
mental points (as to their way ) but we do not remember that ever they did earneſtly 
eontend to have theſe queſtions fairly diſputed and debated : Neither do themſelyes, we 
think, remember ii. 
IX. To the ewoparticulars they inſiſt upon (for they mention no more) as queſti- 


r — _—— ————— — — — 


ro" 


ens which they contended to be debated 5 and which they (ay, is a ſufficient Teſtimony of 


this their Millingneſſe ( to make known what ever they hold in Church-Goyernment ) 
We Anſwer particularly : i 

Fo the firſt of thele, That there is 4 Platform of Government for the ({hurches under the 
Goſpel, laid down.inthe Scriptures. We Anſwer ; 

1. That it is a Fundamental point in reference to Churche Goverument, we acknow- 
ledge; but deny that it is a Fundamental point of difference between theſe our Brethren 
and the Presbyterians. For our Brethren may-well know, that thoſe of the Reformed 
Churches who — 2 Presbyterian Government, pleaded a us Diviuum for their 
Government, long before this. ay of our Brethren was thought upon; and therefore, 
neither is their contending for this queſtion, any ſuch Argument of their willingneſſe 
zo declare themſelves in Tenents that are peculiarly their own. 

2» That this queſtion, or ſome other to this purpoſe, was contended for tobe debated 
in the Aſſembly, at the beginning of their debates about Church-Government, we do 
remember: But our Brethren may as well remember, that this motion was not onely 
theirs, but was as well contended for by the Commiſſioners from Scotland, and many 
ethers in the Aſſembly, at by themſelvcs 3. who did not yet finde themſelves agrieved 
that the major part of the Aſſembly were not of their mindes in point of Method 
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3. That this queſtion was then for the preſent after ſome debite) laid vſide, v 
grant; but ſay withal, That the Aſſembly conceived themſelves to have good reaſon(s 
to do, it being ſo often urged as Immethodical to Vote a Platform to be ſaid down in 

Scripture, before we had ever inquired, Where it was ſo laid down, or knew Whether 

we ſhiould finde ſuch a Platform there: But, that if upon ſearch after iculars, we 

could finde them in Scripture, the Reſolution of this queſtion, Whether thore be any 

ſuch Platform there, would be an eaſie reſult from the whole; but would at firſt en- 

trance be found exceeding intricate and difficult. Which conſiderations, together with 

many others then alleaged,perſwaded the Aſſembly to lay aſide that queſtion at preſent. 

4. But that this — was ſo laid aſide, as never to be taken up or renewed in the 

ſubſequent debates, we think our Bre:hren have no cauſe to affirm. For that they may 

well remember, That after the Aſſembly had concluded a Soveraign power of Govern- 

ment in Chriſt, the Head and King of his Church : And,that the Apoſtles had received 

the Keyes from the hand of Chriſt immediatly, and did exerciſe them in all Churches 

of the world, upon all occaſions, { which Method, the Aſſembly conceived was a fair 

way of proceeding ) they proceeded to inquire, Whether there were any ſuch Govern- 
ment ao in the Church ? And did nas onely debate it, but reſolved upon the queſtion 
nemine contradicente, That Chriſt hath inſtituted a'Government and Governours Eccleſia» 
ſticall in the Church. And that he hath furniſhed ſome from time to time with Gifts for G- 

vernment, and Commiſsion to exerciſe the ſame when called thereunto. And this Antecedent 
to the main debates of Government, — not then Re ſolved of any other ordinary 
Church-Officers , ſave onely Miniſters of the Word, much leſſe of the Body of Go- 
vernment which hath been twice [ent up (amongſt others) to the Honourable Hou- 
ſes of Parliament, 

5. Whereas they adde, That they deſired it to be diſcuſſed,}hat are the ſure and certain 
wayes to finde out what of Government is held forth jure divino in Scripture. We know no 
ether way of finding what of Government is held forth in Scripture, then by exami- 
ning the ſeverall Arguments drawn from Scripture for the ſeverall parts of Govern 
ment, ac they came in order to be conſidered; and this way we have uſed all along. 

6. Neither do we ſee any Reaſon for that Complaint of theirs, that by laying afide 
this queſtion at that time,their Arguments were cut off. For 1. That this was not wholly 
Jaid afide appears,we conceive,from what is ſaid already. 2. Others who contended 
for that que ſtion as well as themſelves, have found no ſuch cauſe to complain of their 
Arguments being cut off; who might, for ought we ſee, have made as good uſe of 
Arguments drawn from ſuch a head, as theſe our Brethren, 3. We cannot fee how this 
principle, though granted on both fides , is ſuch à great and neceſſary medium, by which 
the particulars ould have been confirmed,and in a manner, the whole controverſie decided, 
as they affirm. The Controverſie berwixt our Brethren and the Presbyterians not be- 
ing ſo much, Whether there be a Government jure divino, as Whether it be this or 


that? Whether that which our Brethren pretend to, and we deny; or that which the Re- 


formed Churches have ſo long praiſed and pleaded for, and they deny. 4. Bat if this 
were ſo great and neceſſary a medium for their Cauſe, the laying aſide the Reſolution of 
the queſtion in the Aſſembly,at that time, was no Linton that they might have 
uſed it : For our Brethren yery well know , that they have uſed other mediums , then 
what have been reſolved in the Aſſembly, and might ſo do without exception. And 
chat they have been often called upon to uſe this medium for their particular way ( as 
was ſaid before) and would doubtlefſe have made uſe of it, if they could have made 
it out, That their way was thus inſtituted, which yet they never went about to prove. 
5. And to conclude, If this were ſo advantageous a ground for their Arguments, as 
they ſeem here to make it we have the more reaſon to beleteve that it was not meerly a 
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milingveſe me n what ever they held, which was the caufe of their contending 

for this queſtion, but rather ſome advantage they hoped to make of it. 

X. As td-Thet other next great queſt ion (as they call it) abort the entire power of Cos 

isnt, that have ſufficient Presbytery for all Cenſures ; which ( (ay they) as it is the 

feſt in endes thai prefents it ſelf for diſcuſſion, ſo alſs it i one of the greateſt poittts in diffe= 
nence berween ms, We anſwer: 1. It is indeed one of the greateſt points in difference. 

But ſecondly, That ic muſt neceſſarily have the firſt place in our difcaffions, we deny, 
Our Brethren know the method of the Aﬀembly in theſe debates about Church-govern- 
ment, was this; We began with Chriſt the Head, the great King, Prieſt, and Prophet 
of his Church ( as was intimated before ) From him we proceeded to enquire of Oſ- 
cers ſet by him in his Church extraordinary and ordinary: Then, of the power of theſe 
Officers: After that, of the ſubje about which this power was exerciſed. Firſt, The 
General Church viſible, to which the Officers, Oracles, and Ordinances of the New 
Teſtament were given by Chriſt for the Edification thereof, Secondly, Particular viſi- 
ble Churches, Members of that General Church. This, though we do not contend to be 
the onely method, yet it was that which the Aﬀembly judged fitteſt to proceed in: And 
we know not that our Brethren have juſt reaſon to except againſt it, but that the Al- 
ſembly might thus proceed. And what Reaſons. have been alleaged by themſelves or 
others (for it pleaſed them to intimate, that ſome others were of their Opinion in this 
point, of the order of our Diſputes ) why in ſome particular queſtion the Aſſembly 
Rout decline this Method, were either heuned to or anſwered, 

XI. And whereas it is ſaid robe exprefly commended by the Grand Committee of the 

Honouehle Members of both Houſes. We Anſwer: 

1. We do not know, that the ſaid Grand Committee did at any time recommend it 

to the Aſſembly to debate, The entire power of particular ( ungregations which have 4 

ſpffictens. Prethytery for all Cenſures, as our Brethren here aſſert. | 

2. But we acknowledge, that the ſaid Honourzble Committee did recommend ſome 

other queſtions far otherwiſe ſtated, of which the Aﬀembly returned ſuch Anſwer , as 

(for ought we know to the contraty) they were ſatisfied with ;- as may appear by the 

Order of the ſaid Committee, and the Aſſemblies Anſwer to it, which ſo ſar as they 

concern the pre ſe nt buſineſſe, we le thought fit here ro inſert, | 

Augult 19. 1644. At the (ommittee of Lords and Commons o Aſſembly of Divines,and 

- Comm: ſſio ners for the ¶ hurch of Scot land reſobued 

1. Tha the Aſſembly be deſred to return tothe debate about Church-Government, as ſaon 
M4 they have done with Ordination. 

2. That whey then take imo their debate the buſineſſe of Excommunication, and therein to 
liſcuſſe theſe three queſtions in order. 1. Whether there be ſuch an Ordinance as Excommu- 
nication, and what it is. 2. Whether particular Congregations may Excommunicate. 

-3- Whether Claſſical Pretbyteries, and greater Aſſemblies may Excommunicate, 

Afier which , the Aflumbly received from the ſaid Committee another Order as 
Jollowerh. . 


Qt a Committee of Lords and Commons,and Aſſembly of Divines, appointed to treat with 
whe Commiſſioners of ihe Church of >corland, 
| Octobey-11. 164 44 Reſolved, c. 

T hat whereas abum two moneths ſince, this ( vmmittee did among other particulars which 
they recommended vo the. (ſembly of Divines, dtfire of them, That when they did retura unto 
ne debate of Charch-Government. they would they diſcuſſe the matter of Excommunication, 
aud therein to debate theſe three particulars in this Method and Order. 1, Whether there be 
ſuch an Ordinance as CTacammunica ion, and what it is, 2. Whether particular Congregations 


n 


113) 
ud exerciſe it. 3. Whether Claſſical Previyteries and Synods may cure in. The AI 
be intreated to return in writing, what they have done in the ſaid particulars , and 
Committee may receive an Anſwer at their next meeting on Tucſday next. 
To which Order the Aﬀembly did accordingly rcturn an Anſwer, 28 was defired, 
which ( after an account of hai was done in Reference to the thret firſt Requeſts of 


the former Order) was as followeth. | 


i pon Seprember 4. the Aſſembly having finiſhed the buſineſſe of Ordination, &c. The 
Report of the Grand Committee was deſired to be taken into conſideration again, and in the 
debate thereof,according to the fourth deſire of the Committee, it was ordered, That the Aſſem- 
bly ſhould return to the debate about Government. It was farther debated, Whether the Af. 


thi⸗ 


| ſembty ſhould proceed according to the Method of the Grand Committee, expreſje inthe fifth 


end laſt deſire. This was moved by ſome of the Members of the «Aſſembly : Others moved tp 
proceed upon the Repart of the firſt Committee concerning {ome additional proofs for the Preſ- 
= over more Congregations then one: Others moved to conſider of the Report of the 
eee. for the ſummary, in caſe the Aſſembly did not think fit to proceed in the Method of 
be Grand Commit tee: Others moved next to conſider of the ſeveral ſorts of eAſſemblies fox 
Government. and their ſubordination. This laſt was urged by the Commiſſioners of Scotland, 
partly,that ſo the Aſſembly might hold ous what Government they would adviſe the Parliament 
unto,which would be of great nſe for the perfect ing the Propoſitions agreed upon by both king= 
doms ; and partly, becauſe it was agreeable to the caurſe of the Aſſembly,zo debate thoſe things 
Frſt wherein the Aſſembly would be moſt unanimons. After a large debate it was Reſolved, 
that this ſhall be next debated , That it is agreeable to the Word of God, that the Church be 
Governcd by ſeveral ſorts of Aſſemblies. The eAſſembly accordingly yroceeded in that debate, 
and baving concluded of the ſeveral ſorts of Aſſemblict, and the Members of them, were en- 
tring upon the ('onſiderdtion of the ſubordination of them, and the power that they have in 
common: When it was upon the 23 of September moved to conſider what to do with Excom- 
munication, whaher to refer it to a new Committee, or to the ſecond Committee to perfect the 
buſineſſe of Excommunication , which was formerly committed to them. Whereupon it was 
Ordered, That the ſecond Committee ſhall perfect theiy Report concerning Excommunication 
with all convenient ſpeed. 

The ſecond Committee met accordingly,and upon the eighth of October made their Rep irt, 
in which Seſſion the eAſſembly finiſhed the laſt Propoſition that they had in debate about the 
power of Aſſemblies in Common, c. [ viz. It is lamful and agreeable to the Word of God, 
that all the [aid Aſſumbly have ſome power to diſpence-()burch Cenſures.] This Pro po tion be. 
ing Refolved,it was Ordered to debate the Report of the ſecond Committec: Which the Aſſem- 
bly bath now entred upon. But jor the point of Method they haue concluded nothing, but it is 


yet free for the «Aſſembly is take what Method they ſhall ſee fit. 


By which Papers it appears, what were the particulars recommended tothe Aſſembly 
by the ſaid Grand Committee, and that they had hitherto fulfilled their defires, 
Onely for the Reaſons therein alleaged ) they had interpoſed a debate concerning the 
ſeveral Aſſemblies for Government, and concluded that there was ſuch Aſſembliet, before 
they conſidered what they might do: And, That they had ſome power in Cenſure, before 
they came to that particular, Mhether they might Excommuxicate. And in that point of 
Excommunication recommended, they had not as yet di parted from the Method, but 
were in debate of the Report of a Committee appointed to draw vp Prop »ficions con- 
cerning it, and had not proceeded beyond hat was in Anſwer to the firſt of the three 
pitticulats propoſed , vt. M hether there were ſuch an Ordinance as Excommunication, 


End what it . And, whether the Aſſembly did after ward break that Method defired, or 
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were — herein, will appear by what follows in our Anſwer to what they 
charge us with. 

X1 I. Two things there are, wherewith our Brethren charge us in this matter, (vit. 
The entire power of ((ongregations .which have à ſufficient Presbytery for all wy 
1. That the debate of ihis was denied the firſt place. 2. That it was to this day declined by 
us, though thus and thus urged, &c. | 

The firſt branch of which Charge , we conceive to have no great weight, partly by 
reaſon of what we have ſaid before, and partly, becauſe breach of Method in the Or- 
der of debates, if the Aſſembly ſhould be guilty of it ( which doth not yet appear 

in this particular) would not be accounted any great crime by thoſe who know the na- 
ture of ſuch edings. The ſecond we e if true, had ſome more weight in it, 
and might ſcem a Charge of conſequence, if the Aſſembly in their whole debates of 
Church-Government ſhould yet never from firſt to laſt , conſider what power is to be 
allowed to 'particular Congregations. But we ſhall Anſwer particularly ro both 
branches of this Charge, and to the latter firſt, 

To this therefore: Firſt , Will our Brethren upon ſecond thoughts aſſert, That to 

this day the Aſſembly hath declined it. Was the power of Congregations never before 
the Aſſembly > Were there no debates upon it > Were there no queſtions formed up? 
No Reſolutions on it ? No Propofitions of that nature ſent up to the Honourable 
Houſes of Parliament? Surely there were, and our Brethren, we think, cannot de 
it, If they have forgotten , we ſhall put them in minde of ſome. Our Brethren ma 
remember, that there were large debates in the Aſſembly concerning a difference, a 
inſiſted upon by our Brethren, between Congregations fixed in their Officers and Members, 
having a Presbytery of their own, and Congregations uot fixed, but fluid: Whether ſuch 
fixed Congregations , as well as thoſe not fixed, might be united under one Claſſicall 
Presbytery : Which was argued at large in the Aſſembly, from «April 4. 1644. till the 
fitteenth following. 
Our Brethren may remember further, that there were many debates and reſolutions 
in the Aſſembly about particular Congregations , Whether ſuch ought to be? Of what 
Members they confiſt ? How divided and bounded ? What Officers ? And what Ordinances 
ought to be in ſuch Congregations, from the ſaid April 15. till May 6. following, 

Our Brethren may remember likewiſe, that there was this Negative brought in by a 
Committee of the Aſſembly, of which ſome of theſe Brethren were Members, That ng 
ſingle ( ongregation may ordinarily aſſume to it ſelf all and ſole power in Elections, Ordina- 
tions, or (Enſures, or in Forinſecal deter mining Controverſies of Faith, Caſes of Conſciences, 
and things indifferent. Which queſtion, we conceive doth fully reach the debate, which 
they ſay, they ſo much deſired, and was largely debated in the Aſſembly ( firſt for 
ſome dayes intirely,and afterward per partes) in Cveral Seſſions from that May 6. 1644. 
till May 16.then following, and many Reſolves of the Aſſembly upon it: And among the 
reſt, this for one ( after a long debate) That no particular Congregation which can conve- 
nientiy Aſſociate may aſſume to it ſelf all aud ſole power in Ordination. Which was afterward 
alleniated by pre fixing ſome words upon a diſtin Vote thus, It ic very requifi that no 
particular Congregation do aflume,&c. And Arguments were brought in and Voted by 

the Aſſembl — the proving of it, and ſent up to both Houſes of Parliament. 

Our —2 likewiſe may remember, that the Aſſembly proceeded in debating the 
power.of Elderſbips in particular Congregations , till May 20. following; and it was in 
ſeyerall Votes Reſolved, That they have n to call before them any perſon 
within the.Congregation , as there ſhall be juſt occaſion ; to enquire into the knowledge and 
ſpiritual eſtate of any Member of the Congregations ; to admoni and rebuke. Which Votes 
have been likewiſe ſcat up to the Houlcs ot Parliament. 

Our 
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Our Brethren likewiſe may remember, chat the Aﬀembly then proceeded to debate: 
Whether they have power authoriratively to ſuſpend from the Sacrament, a perſon not Exeom- 
municated. In five ſeveral Se ſſions, from ax 20 till May 24. And again, October 24 
and 25 following. And Reſolved it affirmatively, and carried up their ſaid Reſolution 
with the Proofs annexed, 

And when we ſhould have proceeded farther about the ſeat of the power of Excom- 
munication; we confulted wayes of Accommodation. Which buſineſſe of Accommoda. 
tion was thus occafioned, and thus carried on. 

The Aſſembly — fully and unanimouſly agreed, that Excommunication is an Or- 
dinance of (hriſt; found their progreſſe in the further debate of that ſubject, made 
difficult by ſome diverfity of judgements , which appeared among them concerning the 

roper ſeat of the power of Excommunication. Towards the compoſing of which. 
Di erences , ſome of the Members of the Aﬀembly drew up certain Directions for the 
Adminiſtration of Church Cenſures in the Church; which being communicaced pri- 
yately to ſome other Brethren , were with their conſent and liking , brought into the 
Aſſembly z where —_— it was excepted againſt by one of theſe diſſenting Bre- 
thren (to whom it had been before communicated, and left ſome time in his hands to 
adviſe upon) That this which was tendred , did accomodate the difference about the ſeat af 
the power of Excommunication, as to two parties that differed, but not as to the third: and 
moved withall, that that toint might be committed to an equall number of each part, to ſee if 
they might finde away of Accommodation that all might _= in, This motion was aſſented 
to, and the thing ſo committed,and (aftcr ſome dayes ſpent in conſultation) Fanuary 10 
1644. there was a Report brought in as an Accomodation, and ſo agreed on by that 
whole Committee, Nemine contradicente,and as ſuch preſented to the Aſſembly, and ſuch 
received by them, with expreſſion of much content and joy therein. 

Jan 14. It was urged by one of theſe Brethren, that having now accommodated in 
one point(in the ſcat of the power of Excommunication) it would be to their prejudice, 
unleſſe all other particulars expreſſed in the Paper might be accommodated ls. Upon. 
this „ the whole was committed; both what was before concluded, and what was yet 
remaining to be diſcuſſed. And out of a tender defire not to break with our Brethren 
in this great point of Excommunication, wherein we hoped we had ſo happily begun. 
to accommodate, there was ſuch condiſcention to them, as that in concluſion (that 
clauſe onely excepted, which concerns the Order, Peace, and Unity, which Chriſt. hath 
eſtabliſhed in his Church) that whole Directory of Excommunacation, both for matter 
and words, is as we conceive, according to our Brethrens minde. And the Aſſembly to 
gratifie them, and out of an earneſt deſire and expeRation of an Accommodation with 
them, did expreſſe many, if nor moſt of the pirticulars in that Directory, in ſuch terms 
and after ſuch a manner, as otherwiſe they would not have done. Let after all this, 
when that Paper was Voted to be ſent up to the Honourable Houſes of Parliament as an 
Accommodation; Theſe Brethren, contrary to what we expected, entred their diſſem to 
this as an Accommodation : Which themſelves moved, and which bad the concurrence of 
their Votes (one Clauſe excepted) all along. And by this means have left us bound by 
our own Votes, and themſelves at liberty to practiſe what they pleaſe. in Church- Cen- 


faxes. Their diſſent was as followeth. 
February 3. 16 4.44 


Fhe diſſent of- the Brethren, whoſe names are under written. 

Ve, and divers others in the eAſſembly, having held forth all along this Treaty of Accom- 
modation, that the iment thereof was That there being different Fudgemenss in this Aſſembly 
about Excommunicatjon; the words of this Directory are ſo penacd for Accommodation of 

al, 


ns 


, that euch mayverainebets ſenſe and practiſe of the (enſures in 1he Burch accordingly, 
without breaking the common Rule: We whoſe names are under-writien do enter our difens 


to it s an Accommodation in am other ſence : Thomas Goodwin William Bridge, Jeremy 
onghs, Philip Ny, William Cuter. 


To which diſſent we did then and do now give this Anſwer, That our Brethreu then, 


when the Accommodation was brought in to the Aſſembly. and as ſuch accepied) put 
in no ſuch reſtriction as now they do, of —— tt 45 an eAccammodation in ſuch or ſuch a 
ſence ; nay, the Reporter made it a requeſt from the (Jo mmittce to the Aſſembly, That the form 
of words there agreed upon,might be accepted, aud the ſence not debated at all. And our Bre- 
thren know it was (0. | 7 

2. Although they did ſometimes in the enſuing debates, mention ſuch a ſence, yet never 
urged to have this expreſſed as the ſence, iment, or condition of the eAccommodation, till tbe 
very day of their entrine their diſſent. 

3- Although one of the diſſenting Brethren,did January 14 occaſionally in another occaſion 
mention differing practiſes that might be in adminiſtring ¶ burch (enſures , yet ibi was nat 
pleaded for, no not by him, as the ſence or condition of the eAccomodation. 

4. But the very memion of it was by bim-who had brought in the Report for Accommoda. 
tion, condemned as a thing injurious and prejudiciall to 4ocommadation. So far was it from 
being held forth as the ſence of the (Committee. or Aſſembly. 

However we defere it may be obſerved , the diſſent our Brethren enter here, i not to this 
Directory, as not agreeable to the Word of God; but, as nat beiug ſuch an Accommodation as 
will ſerve them. 

All this being confidered { befides other debates, both before and ſince, concerning 
particular — we belee ve our Brethren have no cauſe to charge us with lay 
ing aſide to this day, the debate of the intire power of particular Congregations, which 
have a ſufficient Presbytery for all Church Cenſures. 

XIIL. And thus having cleared our felves from the main — „ and ſhew ed 
that it was not declined to this day: We ſhall with eaſe acquit our ſelves of the other 
alſo, about * denying it the firſt place: for neither is this juſtly charged upon us, 
Whether the debate of the power of particular Congregations , might juſtly chalenge 
the firſt place (vic. Before the debates about the power of Claſſes and Suode) or not; 

et we are ſure it hath had the firſt place inthe debates of the eAfſembly, For all thoſe 

otes and Reſolutions forementioned, concerning the power of particular Congrega- 
tions, were paſſed long before the power, either. of (aſſes or Synods, was concluded or 
debated; ſo that neither was it declined to this day, nor was it denied the firſt place. 

XIV. Aſter all this, as a furcher evidence of their Willingneſſe to diſpute their 
way, © they mention a Paper delivered in the Honorable Committee appointed by the 
& Honourable Houſe of Commons, to finde out wayes of Accomodating different 
& judgements in the Aﬀembly, | 
No, thongh it might ſufficiently clear the Aſſembly, to Anſwer that no ſuch Papers 
were ever reported tothe Aﬀembly, and therefore the Aſſembly cannot be accountable 
for them : Yet we further adde, ; | 
1. That this Paper was not the act of thoſe Brethren,nor of any party of them alone, 
but of four other Members of this Aſſembly joyned with ta of them ina Sub. Cams 
mittee, as themſelves acknowledge. - 

2. That this Paper in the utmoſt they can ſay of it, did but hold out the main and 
moſt of what they practically deſired: and ho can a Paper, which was the act of o- 
thers as wel as of themſelves, and contained but moſt of what they practically defied, 
= ſufficient Proof and Evidence of their Willingneſſe to make known hat ever they 


3. There 
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3. There were fome nine Propoſitions prepared by the Sub- Committee, in dll 
which.tbcy did not agree; but the parties did ia moſt of them counterlock one ang=- 
ther. At the foot of theſe Rn as we are Informed by the Chair- man of that 
Committee, was written as ſolloweth, We having weighed our Brevbrens incipler, do 
fondo no ability of Accommodation fbr hem 6rd1varily to cnjoy Congregations :'Unſeſſe, 
when it ſhall happen in a Pariſh,that the Miniſter cannot Adminiſter the Sacraments to all in 
the ws nay taſibly.the N eighbour Miniſters,ov the Claſſis may judge fit to be admitted, 
ſuch perſons ſhall have power to procure to themſclucs the Sacraments , either by the help of a 
Neighbour M iniſt er, or ſome other proviſion be made by a proportionable allowance, out of the 
T ither, according ta the wiſdom of the ſtate. 

Whereunto our Brethren adde as followeth , Or otherwiſe , if in a Pariſh it happen 
there be a. conſiderable number of ſuch as cannot partake in the Sacraments with the Miniſter 
and people, they ſhall haue li berty to diſpoſe of themſelves, as a diſtinct Church, and to chooſe a 
Miniſter or Miniſters at their own charge to be maintained to be their Paſtor. 

If ſuch a liberty ſhall ſeem to the wildew of this Honourable ¶ ommittee to be ſo prejudicial 
to the peace of the Church, as nos to be permitted, we humbly deſire the Doctrinal Principles 
whercinwe differ about Church-Government , be taken into ſerious conſideration, and ſome 
ether way of Accommodation in practiſe be thought upon, as ſhall ſcem fit to this Honourable 
Committee. 

ce This ſay the Brethren was preſented to that Honourable Committee to be tranſ- 
& mitted, whether to the Honourable Houſes, or to the Aſſembly, as they ſhould think 
t meet. But before any ſuch thing could be done, it pleaſed the Honourable Hoyfe of 
Commons to ſuperſede the whole buſineſſe. 

XV. © They yet proſſe us farther with Papers, and tell us, How upon occaſion of 
« ſomething brought in by one Brother and entertained,they took hold of that example; 
ic and one of them with conſent of the reſt brought in ſeven Propoſitions, containin 
cc matter of difference betwixt us, profefling, I hat if this Reverend Aſſembly wout 
& debate them, or any one of them, — would bring in more, until they had Fx he 
ce in the whole frame; andthe Aſſembly themſelves ſhould pick and chooſe what they 
& would debate, and what not. Theſe Propoſitions, ſay they, were rejected, wich a re- 
ſuſal to debate any one of them, 

The true ſtory of this buſineſſe ſtands thus: On March 21. 1644. it was earneſtly 
deſired by ſeveral Members of the Aſſembly, That the Brethren, the diſſenters,might be in- 
treated to be a Committee, to bring in what they thought further need full for the reforming of 
our Congregations,and what they would defire in reference to their own, us hath been touched 
already. I his was by thoſe of the Brethren diſſenters, who were then preſent, oppoſed 
with greateſt vigour. After ſome time ſpent in the debate of the buſine ſſe, when the 
queſtion was drawn up in termizis, and ready to be put, perceiving the extreme averſe- 
neſſe which was in thefe Brethren to undertake ſuch a work, we forbare putting the 
— left the Brethren ſhoyld complain, as they do in this Paper, of our impoſing 
upon rem. 

71 hat Councels the Brethren took we know not, but March follow ing, after an Ia - 
timation given in the Aſſembly by a Brother, who was none of theſe diſſenters, That 
one of theſe Brethren had ſomething to offer about the rights of particular Congregations; 
and a motion made and aſſented to, that he might bring it in. One of them, after ſome 
Expreſſions of uhwillingneſſe , drew forth a Paper containing ſeven Propoſitieys ; and 
this was/the true accaſion of their bringing in theſe Propoſitions, and not as they 
tend their voluntary taking hold of d Paper byought iu by auother Brother, The | "ol 
ons (ſo far as our Notes and Records will help us) were as followeth. 

1. That there is a Platform of - fer iße Churehzlaid down in ny 
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2 That thig is immutable an binding the conſcience to the obſervation thereof. 

That the Officers which are to be impleyed in thoſe Churches, as Paſtors , Teachers, 
Ruling-Elders, and Deacons, are of Divine Inſtitution. 

4. That the people have an Intereſt in the chaice of tho e Officers. 

5. That theſe Officers are to be defigned each of them to their Functions, by impoſition of 
bands, and by Prayer, 

6. That what power theſe ſhould have, and over whom they ſhould have it, i of Divine 
Inſtitut ion. 

— When there is a ſufficient number of Prerbyters in am one ( ungregation hen may the 
two great Ordinances of Excommunication and Ordination be Adminifired 
heſe Propoſitions we conceive were brought in by the conſent of all theſe Brethren, 
becauſe now they ſay ſo , which is more then — affirm of any of their other 
Papers, unleſſe the firſt which was given in about Ordination; yet themſelves in the de- 
bate of them, did not agree upon ſume of the terms, nor will they we ſuppoſe ſay, That 
all theſe Propoſitions contain macter of difference betwixt us. 

But as to the laying of theſe Propoſitions aſide, we Anſwer, 

1. Theſe Propoſitions were not to the purpoſe of what was then before the Aſſem- 
bly, nor what was deſired, a d expected from us, vi. What they thought further needfull 
in the Reformation of our Congregations; and what they deſired in reference to their own. 
All, 5 of what theſe Propoſitions contain, having been before debated in the 
Aſſem 0 

2+ They were not tendred as already formed up for diſpute, but it was added by him 
that brought them in, Theſe Propoſitions we are ready to form up, if the eAſſembly think fit. 

3. It was then p:rticularly objected, That they had not brought them in with Scri 
tures and Proofs annexcd , as had been formerly uſed in Committees, and offer ws 
ſeveral times, That if they would bring them in with Proofs anncxed,the Aſſembly was 
ready to receive them. 

4. Neither indeed can they be nid properly to be brought into the Aſſembly; for 
when the Reporter had read them, he put them up again, without leaving either the 
Original, or a Copy of them in the Aſſembly, and refuſed to give them in, though cal- 
led for by divers: As likewiſe another time, another of theſe Brethren, having Jeſivered 
a Paper to a Committee of the Aſſembly for Accommodation, deſired afterwards, that 
be might have it to peruſe and tranſcribe it; which being obtained, we could never re- 

— him to this day; either the Paper, ot a Copy of it; and when it hath been 
called for in the Aſſembly ( as it hath been very often) he ſtill replied, That he had it 
not about him, onely once he drew it out, and read it over in the Aſſembly, with ſpeed 
more then enough, and being deſired then to deliver it in, he refuſed then to deliver it 
in to the Aſſembly, but ſaid, If he muſt deliver it again, he would deliver it to the 
Chair- man of that Committee from whence he had it: who not being then preſent, 
did not then or ſince receive it from him, though a Paper much called tur and deſired, 
and often demanded by that Chair. man. | 

All this while the Brethren have been complaining about Papers they brought in to 
the Aſſembly : But all this is but to ſhape an excuſe - their not bringing in Papers as 
was expt cted, vx Their Frame or Model of Cburch Government, according to the deſire 
and order of the Aſſembly. | | 
XVI. ©& The occaſion of which Order was indeed, as they ſay , A Book intituled, 
& The Way of the Churches of Chriſt in N.gw Eugluud, and publiſhed here by N. In 
« and F. H. -who in their Epiſtle to the Reader ſay; They have been informed that 
* theſe their Brethren (ſpeaking of the diſſenting Brethren in this Aſſembly) formerly 
tendred themſelves, I hat in caſe they might be put into a Committee or like mect 

| . 00 
© poſtures 


ALES * 


& poſture , they would bring in the whole Frame of. their judgements in 2 Body, with 
& their Grounds and Reaſons, That now very lately they gave in Prapolitions to be 
& diſcufled, with promiſe of more; but neither of them was debated, 

This Baok, [ay the Brethren, they had no hand in, no knowledge of: But they do not ſay 
they had no hand in giving Information to the Prefacers to this Book. So they ſay 
they had no hand in publiſhing the Papers, called, A Copy of their Remonſtrance : But they 
will not (we hope) ſay, that none of them had a hand in ſhewing or communicating the 
written Copy, or a Tranſcript thereof, either before or ſince it came into the Aſſembly. 

The Aſſembly finding themſelves neerly touched by that miſ-rep:eſcntation which 
theſe men had made of their proceedings to the world,and knowing that they had often 
deſired ( and almoſt enjoyned ) the Brethren to be a Committee to that purpoſe , but 
not remembring that the Brethren had tendred themſelves unto ſuch a capacity , took 
the thing into a ſtrict inquiry; and the moſt that could be alleaged particularly of 
that nature for our Brethren, was but this, That upon February 11. 1644. one of them 
made an offer of being made 2 Committee, which upon review of that dayes proceed- 
ings, we finde to be thus: Upon a motion of another Brother in the Aſſembly , that 
they would uſe this Argument againſt the Propoſitions in debate (concerning the laws 
fulneſſe of Appeals) That if every Congregation 0ught to have all and ſole power Independ- 
ently,and that their ſentence cannot be reſcinded by any other power, then there can he no appeal 
to another (,ourt, defiring that they would prove ſuch icrevocable power in Cungregati- 
ons, or if they did not like the terms of the Propoſitions, they would be a Committee, 
and bring in Propoſitions to their own fence: One of the Brethren replied, With all bis 
heart, becauſe it was ſaid they were ſtill upon the Negative, and that it was [aid abroad, they 
did not held forth their minde, they would bring in Propoſitions ( if the eAſſembly pleaſed ) 
to be diſputed, which preſently was well reſented in the Aſſembly ; Many of them expteſling 
their approbation of the motion, and that they were very glad to hear it, being that 
which they moſt deſired, and nothing would pleaſe them more, then that theſe Bre- 
thren would clearly hold out their judgements: and the Aſſembly in the midſt of the 
other debate, were going about to make them a Committee, to bring in what Propo- 
ſitions they pleaſed, according to the Ordinance of Parliament. And when in the 
Aſſembly it was called to Order it, many having approved the motion, and none ſpeak- 
ing againſt it, the Brother who had before profefſed his — began to object, 
Thar they muſt know firſt for what they ſhould be a Committee, and what was meant by, a- 
cording to the Ordinance of Parliament: and that the Aſſembly muſt firſt move the Parlia- 
ment about it, and then they ſhould ſee what they, theſe Brethren,would do. And mother of 
theſe Brethren moved expreſly ag unſt it, upon the ſame grounds chat are now objt cted z 
That there were many things already concluded: That it was to ns purpoſe to make ſuch an 
overture : That they could not bring in what was their judgements , without contradicting 
what was already Voted. Whereupon the offer beirig mage but by one of theſe Brethren, 
though indeed, as they uſe to do, he uſed the word Ve (and not ſeconded by my of the 
reſt, though there were divers of them preſent ) but flatly oppoſed by one of them, and 
even by himſclf, clogged, notwithſtanding the Profeſsion of his willingneſſo. I he Aſſembly 
deſuſted, and returned to their former debate, about the Propoktion before them, 
which is the true Reaſon why the motion fo well reſented in the Aſſembly, did not 

roceed. 

The Aſſembly therefore for Vindication of themſelves from this aſperſion, did up- 
on the fourth of April, notwithſtanding much oppoſition of theſe Brethren unanimouſly 
Reſolue upon the Qneſtion, That the Brethren of this Aſſembly that had formerly entred their 
diſſent to the — about *P resbyterial'Government,ſhal-be a Committee to bring in the 
whole Frame of their judgement , concerning ¶ hurch-Goverumem, in a Body, with — 
TE C 2 Grounds 
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Freund un Reaſons : Ia the {aft pare of which Order, we chought ſit to retain the 
words of the Prefacere, though ſcarce fence. 

XVII. © To this Order they pretend they yrelded with willingneſſe, provided, 
& they might bring it in 22 part. ; 

With what willingneſſe, their debate againſt-this Order, preſſed with vehemency the 
Grit day and repeated again che ſetond day, bear witneife , wherein all rhoſe diſadyati« 

es where with this Paper clogs the buſineſſe, were urged and anſwered : as namely, 
Th main part of the Presbyterial Governmem- (as namely, hut about Ordination, and Go- 
werwment of Preubyteri over many Congregations, and the Subordination of (laſſical Pro- 
vincial and National Aſſemblies) hal been voted bythe Aſſembly,and ſent uz to the Honour. 
able Honſes, And ſo they were before the 11 of Febr. ( whichyyer was the time, and the 
onely time, ſo far as we can remember) that any of theſe Brethren made any overture 
to this Aſſembly, of bringing in a Model of their Way. And if the Voting of theſe 
things were not looked upon as advantages then why are they pleaded as diſadvantages, 
to have undertaken it on the 1x of February? Why were they ſo averſe from it on the 
21 of March, and on the fourth and fifth of April? They cannot but remember (yea, 
they da remember it was ſaid , That fomething of Church-Government remained undiſ- 
cuſſed :- but was that all?) It was ſaid , and by ſeverall Brerhren made evident, That 
hat the Aſſembly had Voted and tranſmitted to the Honourable Houſes , had not ſo 
precluded them, but they had ſcape enough ſtill to bring in whatſoever they could aſſett 
and prove , about the power of particular Congregations ; and there was ſcarce any 
thing Voted to the prejudice of the preſumed or —_— Rights of particular Con- 

regations, ſave onely in the matter of 2 : Forwhatever had been Voted law- 

Pl or Claſſes and Synods to do, did not thereby exclude Congregations from having 
ſich a power likewiſe, if they could prove that by the Inſtitution of Chriſt , ſuch a 
power belongs to them: beſides, many other things which theſe Brethren ſuppoſe to be 
the Rights of particular Congregations , and that Chrift hath inveſted them therewith, 
which the Aſſembly had not determined againſt ; and the queſtion about Excommuni- 
cation (at leaſt if the Aſſembly have, as they charge us, declined to thi day the intire powey 
of Cenſures in Congregations) about election of Officers, and the peoples power therein, as 
likewiſe, the ſufficieney of election to conſtitute Officers without Ordination, abdut the Con- 
Hitut ions of Congregations, and the way of gathering and conſtituring of ( hurches, their 
Church ¶( vvenant, and the qualifications of thoſe that are to be (hurch Members, aud what 
is # doth conſtitute a man a Member of a viſible ¶ hurch. Thtſe and many other p irticu- 
lars, were yet Res imegra, as was then declared. And it was further deelartd, That even 
in thoſe things which the Aſſembly had Voted and Tranſmitted to both Houſes of Par- 
ligment ;. yet we did not ſo lean to our own underſtandings, nor ſo prize our Votes; 
but that if theſe Brethren ſhould hold forth ſuch light unto us as might convince us of 
an Errour 3 we ſhould not onely defire the Parliament to give us leave to reviſe out 
Votes, but to revoke them if there ſhould be cauſe, And when it was moved by me 
in the Aſſembly to adde a Proviſo , That they bring not in any thing which hath been 
already determined in the Aſſembly, it was :gainfaid by others, moving that there 
might be no ſuch reſtriction, but that they be left to bring in what they would, ſo that 
they brought it in with their Grounds and Reaſons, and — the queſtions 
drawn up March 21. and the Reſolved April 4. were without any ſuch reſtriction. 
But this veaſonable ſatisfaction wis not (We ſuppoſe) the ground why they yeelded to be a 
Comminee : That which over-ruled the caſe was, That they might tate away all jealoufies; 
aha they were unwilling to diſco ver what they heid: which whether they can do, of no, by 
tbe carriage of this buſineſſe, time will give them to underſtand. 

XVIII. Well, howeyer purpoſed they were, and Reſolycd among themſelves 


c to 
: 


To oY WER «Ai ae. 


UMI 


6 to do this work; but to do it in as convenient time as a work of ſuch a compaſſe 
& could in ſuch a manner as was propoſed by us, be diſpatched by them. 

It ſeems then the manner propoſed by us, that they ſhould bring in the Model intire, 
and not puri by part, was it that troubled them. Indeed, it was contended for with ſome 
earneſtneſſe, they might bring it in part by part, as the Presbyterian Government was 
brought into the eAfſembly. And one of the Brethren was ſo earneſt in this conteſt , as 
that he did profeſſedly diſclaim having any hand in is, unleſſe it might be brought in part by 
part, For our parts, we counted it our unhappineſſe, and found it to be greatly to cur 
prejudice, that we were neceſſitated to bring in the Presbyterial Government part by 

but our Brethren know it could not be avoided ; for the Aſſembly being by the 
Ordinance , whereby they fit bound to treat onely of ſuch matters as ſhall from time to time 
be propounded tu them by both or either of the Houſes of Parliament, and no others, could 
not appoint Committees to conſult and make preparations for matters of Church- 
Government, till they had received an Order from the Honourable Houſe to that pur- 
poſe. And having received this Order, they ſtood obliged now to lay by the Articles of 
Religion, in che review whereof, they had hitherto ſpent their time, and to fall upon the 
conſideration of Church- Government, which being now by Ordinance of Parliament 
put into the hands of the Aſſembly , and made the abet of our debates, the Com- 
mittees could not have time to perfect the whole Platform, but mult bring it in by 
parts as they could diſpatch them, left the Aſſembly ſhould have no work at all be- 
fore them: But if the Aſſembly had thought fit to have choſen ſeven men, and made 
them a Committee to bring in a Platform or Model of Government, according to 
their own judgements, without reſpect to the — of other Brethren, and left 
them to their on time as theſe Brethren were left , and priviledged them from other 
ſervices and attendance in the Aſſembly and Committees, as ſome of theſe Brethren 
have taken themſelves to be; we doubt not, through the Grace of God but they wauld 
have brought ina Model of Government petfect and intire, in fewer Moneths then we 
have waited for the irs. 

As for the Aſſemblies bringing in of the Government per partes, was by conſtraintʒbut 
our Brethren made it a matter of, choice and comeſt : hat the de ſigne of this ſhould be 
we know not, unleſſe to gain time and conceal them(elves ſill, and detain us yet longer 
in expectation and ſuſpence zthey — — more opportunity therby to expreſſe them- 
ſelves in what they pleaſe, and in what they pleaſe to be ſtill reſerved. 

XIX. „It likewiſe ſeems to grieve them, that the Aſſembly (though pre ſſed by 
© them) would not declare what they would do with that Model and thoſe Reaſons: 
© they ſhould bring.. 

But let the Brethren conſider, whether they did then poſitively and expreſly declare, 
Whether they would bring in ſuch a Model, though preſſed to it by the Aſſembly ; and 
if they would not declare the one, why ſhould the A ſſembly declare the other? And 
the Brethren know it is not the cuſtome of the Aſſembly, to tell Committees before- 
hand what they will do with theit Report when they bring it in: but when a Report is 
brought in, then they conſider what to do with it, when they ſee what it is. 

Moreover, the Brethren need not doubt, but the Aſſembly would at leaſt have made 
as much uſe of this, as they were by one of theſe Brethren adviſed to make of the 
Paper of this nature, given in by the Commiſſioners of Scotland, 

XX. © But the Aſſembly (ſay they) haſtened the Voting of what yet remained in 
& Churth · Government; and when not long after upon occaſion of debate of one par- 
& ticular point wherein they differed from the Aſſembly, they moved it might be de- 
& ferred, becauſe they ſhould preſent their Judgements and Reaſons about it, with the 
ic reſt, It was publikely anſwered, that therefore the Aſſembly ſhould the rather go on 
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d to the concluding of it, becanſe they intended to bring it in: and accordingly the AC- 


©: ſembly (ent up to the Honourable Houſes, as well what had been ſent up by pieces be- 
& fore, 2s what was ſince concluded in one entire Frame. 

For the haſtening of the Votes, and the ſending up our advire for Government in an 
entire Frame, The Brethren know the Reaſon of it, but they are pleaſed to conceal it. 
The Honourable Houſes had ſent ſeveral Meſſages and Orders to this Aſſembly, requi- 
ring them to haſten their diſpatch of their advice conckrning Church- Government, and 
to ſend it up entire: Which Meſſiges and Orders of the Houſes, we are bound to obey, 
by that Ordinance whereby we (it: and it is not free for us to detain our Votes, when 
both or either of the Houſes call for them. Our Brethren therefore deal hardly with us, 
when they imputc that to us as a fault, which was our dutie. 

As for the particular which they ſay they deſired might be deferred : We know not what 
it was they mean, nor when debated: if they had inſtanced in the particular, we could 
more clearly have Anſwered to the Charge. But if there were fuch 4 Motion made by 
them, and if any Brother ſhould Anſwer, That their Model being to come in, and like 
to hold the Aſſembly in * debate, we ſhould therefore make the more haſte to diſ- 
patch what was before us, that ſo we might be the more ready to receive what they 
ſhould give in ( though the Aſſembly be not bound to give an account of the particular 
Speeches of every Member) yet we conceive there might be ſome Reaſon why a man 
might ſo ſpeak, eſpecially conſidering that they were not — — their own 
time for bringing in their Model: for there was no day ſet from the 1 of April, 
when they were firſt made a Committee, till September 22. and then onely, That about 4 
fortnight after they ſhould make a Report of what they had done: nor had they all this time 
declared, that they would bring in a Model. But it ſeems they were reſolved to take 


time large enough, for they tell us: 


XXI. © That the collection of Materials coſt them two or three moneths. 

Strange | Have the Brethren decryed the Government of all other Churches, theſe 
many yeers, and ingaged themſelves in a new way of Church- gathering, and Governing, 
and when they are called upon for the proof of that way, their Materials are to ſeek ? 
Have they told the world in their Apologetical Narratiox, That they have ſearched out what 
were the firft Apoſtolike directions, Patern and Example of thoſe primitive Churches recorded 
in the New Teſtament : and in this inquiry looked upon the Word of ( hriſt impartially, and 
imprejudicedly, as men made of fleſh and blood are like to do, in any juncture of time that may 


fall out? Do they ſpend almoſt three whole Pages of the Apologie, in ſetting out the 


Advantages they had inthar inquiry above all other that were before, either in ibis, or other 
Reformed Churches, yea, or in New-England ? Do they profeſſe, pag. 9, io, That tu the 
primitive Þ atern, and Exam ple of the ¶ hurches erected by the Apoſtles they found Principles 
enough, not onely Fundamental and Eſſential to the being of a ( hurch, but ſuperſtructory 
alſo for the welbeing of it; and theſe to them clear and certain, & c. And are theic Materials 
R111 to collect, and muſt no leſſe then two or three moneths be ſpent in the Collection 
of them But grant it ſo, they have had not onely two, but ſix moneths time, for the pre- 
paring of their Model: Why is it not yet brought in? 

XXII. They Anſwer, The Aſſembly hath ten moneths ſince received their 
te Diſſent and Reaſons againſt the Subordi nation of Synods,w hich contains a main part 
& of that wherein they differ, and is of all other, of the greateſt moment both to this 
Church and State: yet notwithſtanding, theſe Reaſons have not been Anſwered by 
& any Reply brought into this Aſſembly, and ſo not ready to be ſent up to the Honour- 
& able Houſes, although the Votes concerning Subordination were ſent up: By which 
« we (ce, ſay they, that this Aſſembly can aſſume the liberty, if it ſo leaks z to relerye 
© thoſe we hall preſent unanſwered, as they have done the former, | 


We 


JMI 


We grant, that about ten moneths ſince, Theſe Brethren brought in a Paper containing 
Reaſons of their Diſſent, againſt the Subordingtion of Synods, which we preſently commit- 
ted to the ſame Committee that had drawn up the Anſwer to the former Reaſons. 

We grant, that as long, ſince our Votes concerning Subordination were ſent up to the 
Houſes, for theſe Votes having been paſſed in the Aſſembly long be fore, and no Diflent 
to them entred : when upon occaſion of the Treaty at #xbridge, which though it was 
not then begun, was in preparation : it pleaſed the, Parliament to require us to ſend 
vp to them, what had paſſed the Aſſembly in Church- Government: and the Aſſembly 
thereupon , appointed a Committee to draw up the whole , which had paſſed in the 
Af:mbly, into a Method fit to be preſented to the Parliament: and the Report of the 
Committee conſidered by the Aſſembly: and the whole, Vored to be ſent up to both 
Houſes. Our Brethren then ennred their Diſſents to ſome particular Propoſitions of it, and 
deſired $hat the ſending up of the whole might be reſpited,till they had brought in the Reaſons 
of that their Diſſent : Which becauſe the Aſſembly could not aſlent unto, becauſe of the 
Order of Parliament, calling for them in reference to their preparation to the Treaty; 
Theſe Votes, together with the reſt,were ſent up to the Patliament, before the Reaſons 
of their Diſſent were brought into the Aſſembly : And the Subordination of Synods ſoon 
afier Voted in both Houſes of Parliament, and (ent afterwards among other Propoſitions, 
to the Treaty at /xbridge, which made us not over. ſolicitous of diſpatching our An- 
ſwerto the ir Reaſons in all the Formalities, becauſc theſe Reaſons and Anſwers are not to 
be ſent up till called for by the Parliament. And we conceived it not very probable, that 
the Houſes would call for Reaſons againſt their own Votes; yet thirdly, the Committee 
had prepared their Anſwer to theſe Reaſons in leſſe time then the Brethren ſay they were 
put to the expence of Collecting of the Materials for their way: for in Fanuary laſt, 
about twelve Sheets of an Anſwer to theſe Reaſons agiinſt the Subordination of Sy- 
nods , were read and approved in a Grand Committee of the whole Aſſembly ( theſe 
Diſſenters onely excepted ) and wanted but the formality of the Alemblies Vote: 
and ſince another part of our Anſwer to their Reaſons of Dilsent, to another Propoſi- 
tion, were read and approved in the Aſsembly. Our Brethren therefore need not to 
have vaunted themſelves, as if their Papers were ſuch as the Aſſembly could not, or would 
not grapple with, but can aſſume liberty, if they pleaſe, to reſerve unanſwered. 

What remains of this Paper, rather reflects upon che Parliament, then upon us. 

XXIII. If what they would now bring in, ſhould be undertaken to be anſwered 
ce by the Aſsembly: yet they are ſenſible of ſo much remedileſse prejudice , by being 
© bound from replying again, as makes them juſtly wal y. 

And ſurely, If Whit they ſhould now give in, be in their own power (as after- 
wards they ſay it is: Although our former Reaſons given in former Diſputes to both 
Houſes, according to their Ordinance,were therefore not our own, but to be diſpoſed of by their 
appointment: yet what we might now give in, we conceive to be in our own power) 

If this can be made good, that it is in their own power, viF. In their power to Reply, 
then is their fear of being prejudiced by being bound up from replying, but prerended. 
But if there be indeed any ſuch Reſtraint, it is from The Honourable Houſes,not from us, 
whoſe Wiſdom and Piety, we doubt not, will provide That Controverhes ſhall not be 
lengthened to eternity, whatſoever ſome have threarned : nor doth it ſtand with rea- 
ſon and equity, that they who are firſt heard in their own cauſe , ſhould ſpeak laſt alſo, 
Tf by being in their own power, they mean in their n power to divulge or to publiſh, as it 
ſcems by the publithing of wharthey-now-gave in, that they thought ſo indeed. But to 
this we Anſwer , That there is no greater obligation on them in this kinde, then is on 
the whole Aſsembly, and they have no Reaſon to complain of that to us. 


XXIV. For a concluſion, The Brethren fay they think the Aſsembly hath — 
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